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■ '~ , INTRODUCTION - 

This Report was , prepared to provi^ m ovefviei^j of the 
COEDD Area's library systen, wMch serves the seven 
comities depicted on- the preceding page. The Report 
is intended 'to inventory the Area •s present library 
'facilities-, cdn^are these activities with the State 
standards, recognize problem areas and suggest solu-- 
tions recpired to relieve these problems, " ' 

The Report begins vath a general analysis of the COEDD 
organizations ',.s background and purpose, which is fol- 
lowed by population figures and projections, a regional 
-overview, andean areavad^, economic presentatiqn. 
Library systems are then discussed prior to a rather 
detailed inventory andN analysis of the COEDD Area^'s 
library^ activities. <, " ^ 

BACKGROUND 

''The Central Oklahoma Economic Development District (COEDD) 
was organized in 1967 through the efforts of a motivated 
citizenry viio decided jointly to attempt to reverse econo- 
mic trends in a region in central Oklahoma. This •district 
.prjregion of eight counties had experienced a high rate of 
imeiiq)loyment, lov; per capita income, out -migration of pro- 
fessional skilled technicians, and^'' general a loss of 
economic activity throughout the , area. V/ith the reversal 
of these trends as the primaiy. goal and objective, COHDD 
was, formea as a local -federal J)artnership to.^.attack these 
problems. COEDD was initially structured with non-local 
support provided by the Economic Development Administra- 
tion. In addition to the many projects fimded to datev 
trhough EDA and private activities, COEDD is now respon* 
sible for sponsoring areawide health, land use, and crimi- 
nal justice planning, - ^ ^ ^ * 

In 1971 COEDD i>ddened its area of concern to include area- 
wide comprehensive planning for seven counties in the^^COEDD 
region a;s one .of the eleven . substate planning districts. 
With these added activities and prior activities, COEDD has 
now been organized pursuant to the Inter-Local Cooperation 
Act of 'the Sta^e of Oklahoma. This regional association 
(COEDD) is made up of an eight courity. region in central 
Oklahoma^ including the territory in Pawnee, Payne, Lincoln, 

. Pbttaw^tomie, Okfiiskee, Seminole, Creek and Hughes coupties. 
For,areaVide comprehensive planning purposes, ^nd as a sub- 
state planning district, the region is coirposed of the seven 
counties not including' Creek County. ^ The purposes of COEDD 

.are as follows: v t 




• - To permit local goveimental units 'to mke the 
most efficient use of their povjers hy enabiajig 
' them to cooperate with olher localities on a- . 

. basis of nmtual advantage "and thereby to provide 1 
' services and facilities in a rnannei: pursuait to ' ^ 
forms' of governmental organization that' will' - • 
aecord.best with geographic, economic,, popyiation . '. y- . 

* ' "and other factors infj-uencins the needs and deve- 
. . • vlopment of local, conmnitie^ . " ' 

- To provide a practical, and organised^^ mean's by • . ' 
which the* public agencies withih the district - ' 
may cooperate and coordinate their activities ./* - 

^ as, set fortii above to adiieve roaxipjm benefits 
. ''^ , and results. - ^ 

- To, provide means and services for CQprdiiiatinp 
the individual and intergovernmental activities 

^ 9f 3nd mthin the public agencies for the better- 
, ment of tiie District. ^ - , r 

. , ^ - In coordination with the Oklahoma. State Planning- ^ 

• * ^^ngy/ to prepare and develop an overall district 

,..,^1^ . wide comprehensive -development progi?am for long * 

j ^ range grcivth, vMch programs inclu^^ / 

land use, housing> open space, public utilities, ^. 

I , transportation, and economic' planning; and con- 

j ' tain a specific program for district cooperation, . ' 

I * ' s^elfhelp anjj the investment of public resources, 

• both- financial and humian. 

• ' ■ ' c ' * ' ' _ ■ 

. - To formulate, develop aid administer-, a progr^ for 

planning ^ development^ in order to improve pl^*- / ' 
sical, economic, social, and environmental condi- 
tions in the region. [ \ ' . . 

- To ijigDlement and coordinate the overall comprehen- 
sive planning and development in the region among 
the members. 

■ . ' . ■ ■ . ^ • ' 

' - to carry out' such research, planning ^d advisory 
furictibns 'as are necessary and helpful to the fore- 
i " ^ ggdng activities. 

^ ^ -^T^ ^render sucli non-financial assistance to its 

member governmental 'imits as is within the scope 
; ' ' and range of its activities^' and purposes; \([ , 

• * .> 

, - To facilitate cooperation and coordination of 
' ■ ^ . activities with Federal and State agencies having 

responsibility* for planning and developing natural, 
^ . V h%an, and physical resources of thermion; as 

well as plaiming, legislative, or fe^ectrcaAre. autho- 
rities of neighboring statesV -regions, cot^tj^s, 
i ' or municipialities 

b ^ 9 
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Hie regipnal association' (COEDD) has the following authority 
re^onsibilities, and functions. " <r 

. / To identify and study problems, functions and 
services , in the district and make -the appro • 
priate policy and action reconmiendation^; ' . • 

* - ^sist in planning, impleajsnfS^ 

out public vjorks and other projects v/itt 
for the benefits of the (district, 

- To fonmlate, adopt ^d extend, revise and •i5}datJ/' 
an overall coigprehsnsive- development plan for /^e 
district vdth due regard for the development of ' 
the overall economic, social, and physical needs 
of the district, /as well as other portions /of the 

- area or state as may be affected -^ereby. To 
. . advise and assist its members ivithin the associa- , 

tion on. how to best implement .and make effective 
the plan for th0 oi^erall best interest of each ^ 
member of the association, 

- To review planning ^d development proposals and 
projects, and make appropriate policy and action 
recommendations . ' 4 

" To .administer, or enter into contracts to admin-- ' 
^ ^=^ister, operate, aid maintain services or facili- . 
* Jties established ^tflider this agreement or 'agreed 
^upon and approved by member- public agencies- 

- To Contract for services with persons, or firms 
or other units and levels of govemnent to carry/ ' 
ojf the puipose pf the association, 

- To receive gifts, contributions axid donations to 
cany out the purposes for v/hich itr was formed* 

" To perfom professional, advisory and acininistra- 
tive ftmctions as are necessary and helpful in 
caiT^ing out the pui^oses of the association* 

« To perform such other area or district functions 
as the members of the association deem appropriate 
for the as^l|M(it)n and in accordance with authori- 
zation of Tj^P74, O.S. Supr. 196S, 1001 et. seq. 

- To apply for, contract for, receive and expand for 
its, pm^joses, funds or gr^ts from any participa- 
ting governmental unit, the State of Oklahoma, the. 

• Federal Government,, or any other source. 

«'To accjuire and hold property for its use and incur 
eKpenses td .carry out Its flmctions. 

. . 10 



The Board e£ Directers of COWD ineludas not lar^s than tlire© 
(3) nor more than sibs (6) £rem each eounty participating; in . ' 
tiie district or region, 'the Bosrd o£ Directors may. includs 
•members from the Board of County CoMiissioners of eadi county, 
governing .boards of incorporated cities and -toivns and, the 
Soil Conservation Districts. The apportionment Of, persons 
serving on the Board shail ^ deteKained. both by area and by 
, popxilation. Presently, there' are 3S members on the Board' of 
Directors, * , ' 



FCFUIATION TRBIDS * ' ' „ 

Historic Population Groi-/th- v 

the District; .1^7-1970 . ' . ' 

The total population figure fof the district betiv'een 1907 and 1970 
has remafined almost constant vojile §t the same' xime fluctuating 
greatly during the internittent /ears. P& is evident from Table 
One and Plate One, the iiec grcv/th rate for the district has been 
only 2.2. percent, ccsipared 30.9 percent for the, Sf ate, ' - 

• * 

The growth curve over ricse .years is veiy interesting. The dis-^ ' 
trict's population irxcreased dramatically from 1907 to 1930. This 
is quite contrary tc ^.q r^ricnal trend 'where a .great rural to 
lirban migration v^-as Dccurlng^ but nevertheless logical ' when , the 
variable of the Oklahcma land rjsh is considered. The decline in 
■population from 1930 zo 1360 appears to indicate both stabiliza- ' 
Mon of land ownership and a .rural to urban migration which as 
mentioned, was prevalent .throughout thq coimty during the preced- 
ing thirty years. A slight "upsurge in population can be seen in 
'the years 1960 to 197,0 (1.97 percent) ^ich may be 'indicative of 
a ftew ^owth trend. 

The Counties; 1907-1970 

■Jl II !■ Mil I I I I ' 3 

Little variation in population-growth patterns aiitong the seven 
counties is apparent in the 63 year peridd. As Table 1 reveals/ 
each county I with the exception o£ Payne, shows ^general tendency- 
to peak in 1930 md then rapidly decline. 

'Hughes Co.unty: . . / • 

.* > • ' 

Between 1907 and 1970 Hughes Coimty has declined from 19,945 to . 

. 13,22^,, a percentage loss of -33.7 percent. Having had its peak 
simult^eously with .the region in 1930 (30,334), the decline has 
been constant 15) to and including 1970. Uafike most .of the other' 
counties "Which ^indicate a trend reversal in 1970, the population 
in Hughes County continued to decline, losing an additional 2,000. 
.persons between 1960 and 1970. * - • 

Lincoln County; ■ 

■ ■ \ ' ^ • . - 

Lincoln County has had a decrease in its population every decade 



since 1907 tvith the exceptidn of m .insignific^t gain in 1930. ' . 
Eet^veen 190/ -andf 1970, the county has lost 17,811 individuals or ^ 
-47.7 percent.- IMike Hughes County, an increase was recorded , 
for the ten year- interval betiveeii 1960 pnd 1970. 

.OJcfuskee Coimty: ^ » V ' ' 

Okfuskee County follcjws the ..district trend with a. peakMn/3L93p 
(29^016) and a continuing downward trend to the present/ TJie* 
county's overall loss betv/een^ 1907vand 1970 has-been -31*5 per-. 
cmt. This decline did* riot abate £n 1970, as 'an' additional toss • 
d£ l,d23 was recorded as a loss o£ -8,7 percent. 

..Pavmee Couffty; J ^ ' ^ . ' 

, . ' • / ' ' ♦ 

Between 1^07 and 1970, Pavmee Coimty has lost a total of 5,774 \ 
individuals or -33^7 percent. Having peaked in 1930 ^ the popu- 
lation gradually declined imtil 1970 v/hen a sinall/but significant 
4.2 percent increase was tioted* • 

Payile Coimty: ^ * • \J . f- 

Payne County shows- 'a .radically different population trend from 
the orher cotmties^ but, one -which is closely aUi^ to that of 
the State and 'the -nation* Between 1907 and 197Qipfche county has 
rsali^sd ^ijj^ excess of 28,000 persons, or 30.^ percent. It 
suffered MM setbacks ih' 1940 ind .1960 but pick^ up again during 
zhe 1560 's for a ten year increase of IS. 5 percent. The stability 
;±e grovrth rate 'of Payne Cdimty is directly "attributable to 'the 
second large'st university in the Stjat6, which is located at Stil- 
lwater. ' • r ^ , ^ 

Potta^vatcmie County: *' ^ 

Pottawatomie County registered the greatest' net population in 
'1907 and the second greatest in 1930, but suffered a mild -0.3 
percent ^ loss over the entire 67 year period. From 1930 to 1960, 
the population was on a continuous decline. In the 'ten' year 
period between I960 and 1970, the trend was reversed with a "net 
gain of 1,648 individuals or |.0 percent. . - \ 

Seminole Coimty: / - i - 

vSeminofe County had an asf on^s^iing^ 442 . 1 percent increase f roip 
1907 to 1930. Since that pedc year ill 1930, the county has been 
undergoing .a rapiS population decline. The 1970 figure shows a 
total population of 24,144; a loss of 110^4 percent from^l960. 
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Popilatioif'Density aii^ Distribution . ^ '*. 

Popiilation density tthe average number 'OX people per square mile 
of land area5 is„ another indicator of an area's character. Rural 
areas , with |ieople spread out among many farmsteads have low -den- 
sities while urban areas not only nave" large numbers of peopjei, 
but all axe within a relatively small area. Oklahoma in general, 
is. considered a -fairly rural, sparsly populated state as is shown 
by its; 1970 population x|ensity of 37 people per square mile, well 
below the Utiited States average of 57.4 people per -square mile. 

Plate 2 and Tabl# 2 sha^ tbe; trends in population density "for 

COEDD and its component counties, the 1970 population density . 

for the district of 34 people per- scpiare inile is slightly below ; 
V the State's and well below the.flation^'S densities/ There Imve - 
\been some fluctuations during the 63' year 'period,, yet there has 

Ijbeen no net gain during the entire time span. . ' • , 

rayne County, is the most deilsely populated of "^the seven countie? 
in the district while Okfuskee shqw^ 'the' least number of persons 
per square m'ile with 17* Of the ^seyen counties, three have record- .: 
. ed incr^es over the past ten years (Eawnee, Payne and Pottawatomie)- 
three decreases (Hughes, sOkfuskee ^arid Seminole), and one remaine4 the 
same (Lincoln^. \ 

f . ■ ■ ■ .f ■ ' 

TABLE . 2. 
. Population Density ^ 



Year Okka. COEDD Hughes Lincoln 0kfu3kee Pawnee Payne Pott. Sem, '• 
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Distribution refers to the pattern of settlement within the region 
and how thisjpattem is changing with time. Plate Three, called a 
population spot igap, shows where the concentrations of population 
are located in the district. It i^s clear that the cities and towns 
dominate the pattern, riot only- vath thejir own. popul^ion, but with 
strong' clusters of population iinmediatelyVsurKJunding them. It is' 
almost possible to locate major highways by the. clusters of dots 
along these arteries such as between Shawnee- and- Saninole. 
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/ \ .REGIONAL OVERVIBV % ' . - 

In the past decades the mainstay of the region' s^econbmy' ms the 
mining and agrarian sectors. Hpwever, ^ue to the decline ^in oil . 
expl^oration and increased agricultural mecTnanization, employment ^ 
opportunities within' these two sectors;continually dwindled from 
31.5 percent, of" the total employment in 1950, to 13,8 percent in- 
1970. These sectors prc^vided en5)loyrnent for " 

The region has been plagued \vith chronic un^loyment since 1950 
which can generally be attributed to the transition , of the^ region *s 
economy from one export base (mining and agriculture) to another 
(manufacturing). Ihe veiy evidence of long-run gro^vth is, in fact, 
the transition of dependence from one e:Jtpprt sector to another as 
evidenced by the-=9;47 ST percent growt;h in jrsnyfacturing employment 
^ between 1950 and 1970 coupled with a 7 1/8 i^ercent- decline in 
N^griciilture employment and 57.2 percent decline in mining employ- 
ment during the same, period. • ' . / - ^/ 

■'■ ■ ■ . ■ - . ■ ( ■ .' ■ ' 

The following sections present the details of the economy. These 
include income figures, retail trad^'or consumption, and labor 
force analysis. IbQ dominant sectors ^of the economy are given 
greater attention to determine their"' direction during, the planning 
periods the COEDD area, due to its;, location, its history, and its 
people, sits on the threshold of U dramatip economic upsurge in 
the next twenty years. ^ • v\ - \ . ' \ 

' EGDNaMIC CHARACTERISTICS . 

.income Analysis * ? \ . 

Income- is a measure of an area's vitality" and x^^ell-'being. It is 
the principal factor in d^teimining, the standard of living ^and 
the level of services to be provided. "Generally speaking, 'the. 
higher, the "area's income^ the greiafer is "the number and cjuality 
of -services provided. . , ; * ' , 

In jthe ten year period beti^^en 1960 and i970, the. region's total 
personal income rose from $228.3 million tV '$448.2 million or 
.96.3 percent (See Table 3). tes increase was substantially less 
than the 105.1 percent experienced by the State. "The percentage ' 
increase ranged from a low of 75 percent' in Pottawatomie "County 
to a high of 130^2 perc^t in Okfuslsel. County. , ' 

, In 1950, the median family income'. for^^ ihe "region was $1,923 while 
the State's median family income ;vas $2^387, representing a gap 
of $464 (See Table'4).. Median ^family income ranged from a loijr of 
$1,362 in Okfuskee County t& a high of $2,562' in Payne County. 
In that year, only two 'counties, Payne and Seminole, exceeded- the 
median family income of the State. By 19,70, the region's median . 



family income had risen to $5,875 ov 205 percent v;hile the State's 
average had risen to $7,725 or 223 percent. Again, there was a 
substantial gap o£, $1,850 between the region and the State. The 
median fmiXy income for the individual counties ranged from a 
low of $3,977 in Highes CounTy, to> high, of $6,979 in Pottaxvatcmie 
County*. Hov/ever, despite the monumental gains vdthin the region, 
the income differential between the region and State 'ivas consider- 
able. In fact,' regional family income ;vas~23.0 percent less than 
the State average. , , . - 



/ TABLETS V ; 
Total Personal Income And. Percent Of Change (Millions :0f Dollars) 

Area . ' 1960 1970 \ Change 1960^70 

■ ■ ■ «? 

Hughes • $17.0 ° ■'$29.8 ^ ^75.3 

Lincoln 22. 3^ ^ 46.3 • " 108. Iv 

Okfuskee . '.9.6 > 22.1 . . 130.2 • 

Pa-wnee 13.0 11,1 109.2 . 

Payne • 65.6, 137«9 110.2. 

Pottawatomie • 65.2 -114.1 75.:0 

Seminole ■ 55.6 70.7 . 98.6 

•Region' . ■ ^ 228.3 448.2 . 96.5 

: State " . 4,077.1- 8,361.5 105M 

Source: . Ozarks Regional' Commissiqn, Oklahoma Development Plan , 197 



TABLE 4 

Median Family Income ^1950- -1970 



Area 



Bighes County ^ 
Lincoln County 
Okfuske^ County 
Pawnee County ^ 
^Payh^ County 
Pottav/atomie County 
Seminole Coutity 
Region 
State . 









% Change 


% Change 


1950 


1960 


1970 


1950-60 


1960-70 


1,479 
•'l,7i8 


2,700 


5,977 


85.0 


47.5 ' 


3,506 


6,445 


104". 0 . 


. 85.8 


1,362 


2,396 


4^549 


76.0 


89.9 


1,708^" 


3,580 


6,644 


110.0 


85.6 


2,562 


4,376 


6,'972^ 


71.0 


59.5 


2,196 


4,219 


6,979 


92.0 


65.4 


2,439 


5,815 


5, ,565 


56.0 


45.8 


1,923 


3,515 


5,875 


82.6 


64.3 


2,387 


4,62a 


7,725 


94.0 


67.2* 



SOURCE: U-S. Bureau df Census, Census of Population 



Upon analysis of the region's family income distribution, it is 
-notqd that 18 > 021 families^,* or 40,1 percent of the total njriber 
of families, had ir^comes of less than $3,000 in 1960, while only 
30.9 percent of the families statewide had incomes of less than 
$3; 000 '(See Plate 4 and Table 5) The percent of families under 
$3,000 for individual counties ranged from a high of 55. 6 ^percent 
in Eighes County to'a loiv of 31.6^percent in Payne County. 
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- TABLES 
0 Family Income 

V f. 

1 



Total # UndQT Under Under Under • ' Over 
■ ' Families $5,O0Q. -r $4>999 $6^999 $9,999 $10,000 



1960 



- Hughes County 


4,108 


55.6 


21.3 


12.0 


5.7 


" v" 3.4 


• Lincoln County 


5^252 


^43.9 


23.1 


17.7 


9.1 


'6,2 . 


Qkfuskee County 


2,966 


58.8 ; 


21.4 


11.5 - 


• €.6 


2.7 


Pawnee County' 


3,042^ 


42.8. 


25.6 


17.9 ' 


7.9 


" 9.3 


Payne County 

• 


10,787 


31.6 ^ 


25.3 


19.3 


15.2 - 


'8.6 • 


Pott. County 


11,135 


35.0 


24.2 


20.9 . 


3:2.8 


7.1. 


Seminole County 


.7,605- 


• 40; 9 


22.1 


20.1 


10.0 


6.9 


Region 


44; 895 


40.1 


23.6 


13 -4 


11.0" 


6.8 


State . 613,000 


30. 9^ 


23. S 


21.0 * 


14.5 


10.1 


'\ V . ■ 








1^0 ■ ' 






Hughes County 


3,749 


'29,5 


18.1 


,16.2 : 


17.4 


18.8 


Liacoln County 


5,457 , 


22.3 


16,6 


15.4 


23.0 


22,. 7 


Okfuskee County 


2,787 


32.5 


22.8' 


i7.3 


14. 4. 


13.0 


Pavmee County 


3,219 


19.8 


'17.0* 


• 16.2 


20.8 


26.2 ' 


Payne County 


-12,122 


16.6 


17.4 


16.2 


'21.1 


)\28.7 


Pott. County 


11,533 


19.8 


14.2 


16.1 ' 


21.4 


28.4) 


Seminole .County 


6,798. • 


24.2 


20.5 


18_.0 


19.1 


18.2- 


Region 


45, .655- 


21.5 


^17.3 


16.4 

<i 


20.4 


24-. 4 


S.tate 679,256 


15.6 


13.9 


v 

IS.D 


21.3 


34.2 



SOURdEr U.S. Census of Population 
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In* 1970, the region; shov/ed a remrl<Bble decrease in families 
under the poverty line v;ith only 21.5 percent, falling into the 
category. The same ^vas true statewide where the percent declin^ 
to 15.6 percent. The individual counties v/ithin the region- all 
recorded a decrease in the number and percent of families lindfer. 
.the poverty line. The range for the region went from a ^ high 'of - 
32.5 percent in Okfuskee County to a low of 16.6 percent in Payne 
County. > ' 

Occupations v _ 

Bet^veen 1950 and 1970, the district ejqperienced shifts, in' the • 
occupations structui^e of ^ its labor force v/hich were. similar 
to those of the Stat,e and nation (See Tables Six and Seven).* 
Employment in the agticultura], and lonskilled laborers cccupa-.* 
tions decreased in pfoportion and number, but all oth^ occu- 
pational groups, especially those requiring more training and^ 
education grev/. The^e changes reflett higher educational levels 
and technological advWices including greater use of ntetchines- to. 
replace unskilled manual labor. Farmers and farm v/orkers, yiere.' ' 
the^ largest ccaipatioml grouping in 1950 (22 perceg^t of ' the ^ 
total force, see Tabid 6) . The COEDD area now had the spie « r 
percentage of farmersMand farm laborers as the State as a 'WjiQle. 

Unskilled laborers > wh^le declining since 11950, gained over 500 
eii5)loyees -between 19601 and 1970 CSee Table 6)^ This may reflect : 
changes in. dil field activity, although thevdistrict has a 
spialler percentage of laborers than the 'State. 



TABLE 6 

Occupational^Distri^ution by Percent- -1950- 1970 

Occupation 1 19Sa 1960 1970 Oklahoma 1970' 

Professional, Technical- I 

and Managerial 
Farmers § Farm Workers [ 
Clerical and Sal^s, 
^ Services 
Skilled Workers 
Semi -Skilled Workers 
Laborers 
Not Reported 



^ 1S.6 


20.8 


22 ;9 


22.6 


21.8. ' 


9.9 


4.5 , 


. 4.5 


15.9 


18.^ 


.25.3 


°2Z.O 


■ 9.5 


11.7 


18,.l 


13.4 . 


13.5 ► 


15.0, 


- 11.5 ^ • 


13.4 


• 13.9 


17.2 


. 14.1. 


"13.9 


;■ 4.9 


4.6 


3.6' 


,3.9 


- 1.9 


2.5 




5.2 
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COEDD Bnployment" by Occupation- -19S0-- 1970* 



Professional, Technical 
and-Managerial 

Farmers ai^ Farm Workers 

Clerical and Sales 

Services 

Skilled Workers 

^^i- Skilled Workers 
'Laborers ; - ' ■ 

Not Reported 
' Total, Employment 





XyOU 


1970 


Percent Change 
19S0-70''19F0-7r' 


11.996 


11 146 




+60.8 


+73.0 


14,124 


5,346 


3,796 


-73.1 


-29.0 


10,248 


9,752 


21,274 


+107.6 


+118.2 • 


6,184 


6,272 


15,199 


+145.8 


+142.3 


8,730 


8,035 


9,640 


+10.4 


+20.0 


8,971 


9,216 


11,839 


+32.0 


+28.5 


5,153 


2,480 


3,022 


-4.2 


+21.9 ' 


1,240 


1,366 








64,616 


53,613 


'84,056 


, +30.1 


+56. 8 



■ SGURCE: U.S. Census of Population » . . . ' 

» Tlie Mghest percentage gain in employment between 1950 and 1970 

occurred in tlie services occi^ations. The percentage of workers ' " * 
- .iH^s category increased from 9.5 to 18.1 percent, or almost • ' - 
V double. The importance to the region of service occupations is • * 
apparent when compar'ed to the state which only had 13.4 percent 
in -1970. , . ■ 

"pie clerical and sales occupations doubled the number of persons 
and now constitute over one-fourth of the region's employed. How- 
ever, there were iii^jortantt changes within ^e category. Sales 

: V^rkers increased by only 80 persons in the twenty year period • 
wgle, almost 11,000 clerical workers were added. This i^ compar- • 
able, to the gain in prof essionals who require clerical support. 

Professional, technical, and managerial employment in the district 
iJicreased from 11,996 to '19,287. (61 percent) 4Detweeri 1950 and 1^0. ' " 
All of this increase occurred within the las t ten years . The pro- 
; portion of workers , in this occupational category increased from v 
18,. 6 to '22.9 percent during the tiventy year period and parallels 
the state figure, - 

Sldlled and semi-skilled workers, while increasing in numbers, ' • - 
have nor shown the dramatic changes of the other categories. Both 
constitute a small proportion of the total employed than in 1960. 
New manufacturing activity in the region since 1970 should reverse 
this trend by the 1980 census. - 



Now that a general analysis of the area' s population and economic 
characte? has; been discussed , the library facilities presently, serv- ] 
ing the .COEDD district can now be more meaningfully identified and • 
related.- With' future population and economic growth considered; 
the need fo?»future library service can be more easily projected. 
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, ^ LIBMIY PLANNING ' - 

/l' ^ ^ " 

It has been said that all o£ man^s knowledge has been vnritten. ""The key 
to tinis laaowledge fits the front door , of ^ the local public library . It 

"is no accident that the local^'public library is located where it is 
availafil© to any who hav^ a need to partake of the offerings inside. 
No longer is the libraiy merely a source of recreation for housewives 
or children or a facility to serve the intellectual elite. Inside one 

.may find a political or labor leader, an industrialist or research 
scientist, a stu^ei^t seeking better grades or a citizen seeking 'self - ■ ^ 
in5)roveiient. The library has become a support for the cultural base, . 
a source of entertainment for all ages, a v/arehouse of infonnation 
about all subjects, and a route to' continuing education for any occu- 
pation* I\t^ materials are arrange to enable as many people as possi- 
ble to apply in their daily lives the record of what is knom, - ^ - 

• * ' ' 

Service- Facilities . ^ ' 

* » ^ * ■ ■ * . ■ ' ■ 

Man has' been warehousing written materials . since the 'Egyptians first 

' learned to use papyrus and ink. Today each year adds voluminous quan- 
tifies to that v/hlch already fxists, Nq one local library can house 
all of this material, so to make such material conveniently available - 
to every citizen, a hierarchy of library services has been established. . 
The:^nost humble level of service is the booknobile* Then comes the 
community library, the city and town library, the State of Oklahoma 
Library, and the Library of Congress. 

The Bookmobile . ' The bookmobile is a small library on v/heels carrying 
books of gr^^est reader interest with a large section "devoted to- children's 
selections. The 'bookmobile is intended to service scattered populations 
in remote areas. Visits by this mobile unit may be infrequent but they 
must be on a regular well timed schedule. ^ 

Copiiunity Libraries. Community libr^ies are intended ^to*^ $erve populations 
of less than 5000. They shelve 10,000 plus volumes including popular read-; 
ings, rotating collections, records, and general magazines. 

City and Tom^Ljbraries. ^Cjity and town libraries^ are intented t6 service 
populations of .greater 'than 5000. They retain on' hand at least three use- , 
ful books per capita^ and also have available magazines, newspapers, pam- 
phlets, government documents, films, records, microfilm,^ tapes, -slides, 
exhibits, and pictures. . 

The COBDD region dbes not have available a "regional resource "center" so 
the liext library service level would be the State of Oklahoma LitJrary or 
the* Oklahoma Statue University's Major Resource Library. 



Site Selection 

If a library is to become an integral part of people's lives ,o which it is 
intended to 'be, the site selection for a proposed library must be given 
the careful consideration afforded any pther public facility: Usually 

^ library trips are. subordinate ;to other errands; therefore, the library 

» ■ - ■ - ■ ■ , . . . I ■ 
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location shsuld be in th® mainstream of daily activity. A location in 
the Central Business District of a gmlier eonuimity or in the shopping 
center of a larger commity weuld ra^et thi,s requirement. Mequate 
parlcing inust be provided along v/ith convenient access to foot traffic. 
Lj-braries are compatible mth most commercial ° activities and the thought 
that libraries should be located in a secluded^ quifet, bacbmter of the ' 
commimity is a myth. Civic centers are often poor locatiohs -for libraries- 
for they tend to become deserted at S;00 p.m. and libraries prime hours ' 
are the ev^enings and weekends, vnm considering proposed site 'locations 
■^Q'^^^i^oTa.ry, -remonbe:^ the libraries are intended for use and the more 
traffic a library gets, the lower the per 'unit cost of operation. , 

STATE LIBRMY STAm^S ■ . ■ • ••- 

have a public library?' 



Tlie public libmry, fdr *a. luajority of people^ 

is~the ^icicest and easi^t route to the world's best thought. The pub- 
lic library is an escape route to the msdom m4 'e2^erience of all man- 
.Jdnd^ Thus, it is ijiiportant that this source W wisdom andTteov/ledge be 
kept open, free from in^ediments, -and cut of the control of any self- 
seeking witerest groups. ' . • • . . \ 

In the State of Oklahoma, 116 ijiiividual public libraries serve* 676,365 
citizens. Six library systans serve 1,034,650 citizens. . However, 617,069 
, citizens of the State of Oklahoma have no -library service available to 
them. Itftis the belief of the Advisor/ Coaimittee on Public Library Stand- 
ards that every citizen has a right "to public library servicev for without 
this source of information, 'industry may sitpfer, people ^vither intellec- 
tually, and effectiveness of doiiocraey may be hindered. . £5 . 

In order for the citizens of Oklahoma to have, some scale by which to 
evaluate the libfary services available to than, a series of standards 
has beeri developed by the State Libfaty Staff , as illustrated in^Tables - 
8 and 9. . " . . / " 

Th e purposes and functions of public libraries. The ma|or function of the 
lilsrary IS to provide informational, educatioiial, and cultural services 
ta all citizen?. A statewide nettvqrk of public library systems tvill make 
this economically feasible.. This statewide systau would. require coopera- 
tion among all types of libraries including public, school, college, 
university, and special facilities. 

■ ■ ° ■• ■■' .• ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ' ■ \ ' " 

■The librar y is the information center of its service area , \hierarchy 
of library services includes multi-county service, county-wide service, 
city or town service, and trade area service. Tliese services should be 
available to every 'citizen with a maximum of 30 minutes travel time for 
rural, dwellers and IS miriutes travel time for urban dwelters. 

The library provides inf omation' from all types 6f material including 
printed matter, audio visual sources, exhibits, pictures^, and documents. 
The library uses-- sources outside the library including other libraries; 
oth^r community agencies and individuals; and through the Oklahoma Tele 
type, Inter-library Systan, the local library/frmrides infomation fr^m^ 
the Oklahoma Departmient of Libraries, Oklahoma maror resource" libraries, 
regional bibliographical centers'^- and the Library ^f Congress. This 
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infonnation is provided in person by librarian patron assistance, in" . 
print for use in or out of the library^ through copy service, by tele- 
phone, and through mail delivery. The facilities for these iilforaiation 
services are* to be made available to every citizen v/ithin* a 30 minute 
drive*/ T^e library also provides facilities for group meetinigs, seminar 
and S'bady i^ooms, conferences, discussion groins, 'aiid story- hours. The 
staff under professioiial guidance provides tours aid saninars, informa- ^ 
tional brochures, and in£oi:ination to the news m45iia. The major enrphasis 
of tKe staff is on service for" the individual libraryj patron. 

' . '■ • ■■ *^ ' 

>The library is the educational and cultural resource center for, the service 
area. The local librair is a. primary resource center for citizens wishing 
to use the materials > facilities, staff, cultural programs, listening . . 
facilities, picture^ for home or office use, book lists, and> instruction 
in the use of, the library. It is a supplementary resource center for 
schools^ colleges and universities, museums, churches, and other civic 
and, cultural groups which rely on the library for nmterials, facilities, * 
and instruction. 

Library collections ^ Ev-ery library should hsive a written; statement of 
policy Covering the selection and maintenance of its collection of books 
and non-book materials. Materials added to the collection should ;meet 
high standards of quality in content, expression, and format and should 
meet the needs and jjiterests of v the individual community.. The collection 
should contain ' opposing viev;s on controversial topics and the character 
of the collection should be influenced by the existence of other collect 
tions in the area. .v All materials should be actively used and selected 
by usefulness, not by format. The community library should provide access 
to enough books to cover the interests of the entire population and 
should have enpugh reference books to provide the^nforiti^tion most often' 
, needed. ; JFiiially, materials in the library should be orgtoiz^ following 
an easily understood 'standard style of indexing and shelf arrangements to 
facilitate use of the collection by the public and staff. . 

Structure anJ governqpnt of library service, ^ t-All libraries should be' ^ 
organized .under the Oklahoma Library Code ' or urider the provisions of 
the St$te code. Organization of the board, service and personnel 
policies and procedures, and financial records, and accounting should 
meet localV State, and Fe deral^ l aws and ordinances. Anrajal reports ^ | 
should be submitted to the appropriate governmental bodices, • 

Trustees. Trustees selected' for the pard shall 6e chosen for their 
'value to the public, the goveriment, j^d the library in interpreting 
the" needs of the conimunity/ the ^ill%£ the government, and the ^poii- 
cies o£ the library. Provisions viili be made for staggerai terms, 
the functions of the board and the; library director kre clearly differ- 
entiated into policy^kinOiid policy administrative activities, ^espec-^ ' 
• tively. The board shall adopt by-laws. to.conduGvt their om business and 
should prepare written statements concerni^ig^^aifej li^^^ . 
book selection, "service, and personnel. Boari' members should be' members 
of applicable library 'associations and should be encouraged to attend ' 
•professional library conferences and meetings. t'Their attendance at, 
boar4: meetings is dandatory. ^ / ' - , , ' , • . 

Personnel^ , the 'library 's^uaique function of serving as the ope ' 



' unbiaf€(l4^ nonpartisan source of inf o'rination for all people calls for* 

, persomiel o£ the* highest cqn5)etence and integrity therefore, libraries 
' ^inost :^ve adeq^^ competent personnel, to rencler effecjtive -service. 
. The. selection -of qualified st^f members , ^ as well as the ♦ organization 

..and conditions under which they work are/ basic considerations in an' 
r^^'"''''^^^ to public service. Mequate persbnner to meet 

^ tixe^se. 'goals will depend on the Availability of graduate librarians-, 

coritfinuou^ in-service -training for ''all levels cJf library employees, . 

and 'sufficient broad based fiin<^g tp'provide salaries which are com- 

petitive mth other states ♦ V * \ 

• Dii^^N FOR LIBRARIi^ 

; It seiem? today's approac^^ to'' library planning and de^velopment is 'to hb 
' longer, create and si^qtt the more fragmented system that most pften is 
-^^^/Jsdbfied by a c^^raiHEii^ branch activities, but rather, the 

newer approaciK^^emafll^ locates and operates lai-ger and better 
equipped and mbfi^apabfy Staffed central facilities without branch dpera- 
tionsl Tfiis approach fo^rs a more regional or areawide concept for 
libraries, and its promoters state that because of this consoiidated / 
fashion, more capable library services 'can be provided locfal. residents 
' . with less' demanding^* staff and personnel requirements. ^ ' . \ 

^ With the singular^ nibre concentrated central facility, a boolanobile ser- 
vice can be undertaken to' serve Jttich the same^ purpose as a braiich activity. 
Howeyeri ^the mobile unit; Qf course, provides'' -a nfw element of flexiM^ 
plus its staffing requirements are far ^ less "demanding ^ with^ the same person- 

...V \ nel serv^ 

■*'*•*,- ' • . ' ' ' ■ 

• Pot this areawide approach to be successful,- it iBiust meet the approval of 
• the* local citizens that operate, financfe> and partake of library activities.' 
Thus; far, the multi-area or county approach seems to be somewhat contro- 
versial among local cities counties in the COEDD District. Seme loca- 
tions view liis concept asFa proper and progressive step for libraries, 
while others oppose the program and 4©sire no modifications to their pres- 
. .ent, more^ local systan^of operation. The^direction local liDraries will 
l^sue'rCTdins a* local isstxe and decision; however, if financial par tici- - 
Ration is desired from, otheir units ^ of government such as the State or Federal 
l?ranches, then the larger, mor^e consolidated multi-servie?S^area library 
concept most likely will be. required. * ^ . 
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DI^CT INVEOTORY 

Before library problemg and improvements can be properly identified, and 
undertaken, respectively, to upgrade and better serve the local residents 
of the COEDD Area, the existing library facilities should be recognized 
and carefully evaluated. To gain this basic inventory of "«cisting con- . 
ditions", the COEDD Staff conducted a detailed survey, and along ivith , 
this process, obtained and utilised annual reports ffm the State Library 
Department containing basic data relating to each of the District's cen- 
tral-library facilities,. Subsequently, Table 10 was pr^ared .to provide 
an overview of the idea's current library facilities. • ■ ^ 

As indicated in Table 10 the C'OgDD Area is presently served by' 19 cen- . 
tral library facilities. These activities are priinarily supported through 
financing provided by the "particular city's or county '9^ government, with 
the cities most of ten being th^ fiscal provider. 

Xn books* alone," over 288,818 volumes presently serve the Area.- The larg-' 

■ est, book collectiofis are located. in the District's tv/o largest population 
centers, Stillwater and Shatvnee. Both these facilities serve as CountyT . 
wide activities. - 

♦ u 

Each library receives new material'- eacjx year, which serves to constantly 
t:spgrade the service "abilities of "the local facilities. Those recently 
receiving a^ high- volume of n^ .books include Prague (26^0) i Cushirtg (868), 
Stillwater (2504), Shawnee (19o!6), and -Seminole (1906). 

• ■ - ' * V 

Library facilities are ef f ective>onl^if their services are frecpiently 
utilized 'by local citizenry. ^*A primary' means of judging the use of a 
particular activity is to consider the library's book circulation. Par- 
ticularly high book circulati&ns are recorded in Holdenville (26 , 543) 
Gushing (54,899), Stillwater (211,033) Shawnee (198,649), Seminole (30,019), 
and WexiToka (28,242). „ . ^ 

Each Of the District's 19 libraries operate^from a central facility, with 
several of the activities operating branch services and deposit stations. 
The Okfuskee GouRty, Shawnee and Wewoka Libraries operate branch facilities, 
while the Gity of Stillwater provides three deposit stations to better 
serve their local residents. There presently are no bookmobile services 
in the (Region. : 

lilt er- library loans are practiced by most o£ the District's libraries, 
which serye^ to in^rove the ability o£ the local facility to better 
provide f or nArby residents/ This program is particularly effective 
, if the user does not require immediate collection of the material, 

■ ' ■ Si ■ . * 

The financial means required to operate the Area*s libraries are provided 
by several sources > mth fiscal support from the District's cities pro- 
vidi2:jig the greatest amount, as stated* Fiv^ central libraries receive 
t)peration fees from the County budget, while State and Federal funding, 
gifts, and, fines represent other sources of monetary backing * ' 
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Presently, approxiinatejy 50 personnel staff' the Areata 19 libraries, 
including", both full and part-time .^iployaes* ,Still;vater has the largest 
staff with a total of 12 full 'and part-time staff members. Eight ,of the 
Area's librarians liave completed college, vMle four additional iftembers 
have their master';s degree* ^ • , - 

As indicated by Table 10, capital e^enditures have recently been made * 
by Stroud, Prague, Weleetka, Gushing, Stillwater, '^Shawnee, Seminole, and 
Wewolca* Of these expenditures, Prague v4th.$S9vl80 and Stillwater with 
$103,156 have made major additions- to t^ir buildings, equipment inven- 
toty^ and book stock, Shaw7iee% xapital^^enditures' come to over $3,700 
and Wewoka's expenditures are just ove/ $1^300. - • , - • 

• • ! - - / 

• . . /; . • • , • 

Service Radius Considerations r v . ' 

•As illustrated in Figure 1, v/ithout considering the quality of library 
service provided by e^ch facility, most locations within the COEDD Dis- 
trict are within a 10 mile range of a library center* Those locations 
outside .a 10 mile r^ge, 'Potential Probl^ Areas", are primarily situr 
ated on the perimeter of.the 'seven county district; therefore, libraries 
in other* District cities may remove even more of. that territory identi-. 
'fisd not within ten miles of a public library facility. Sites xvithia 
ten miles of^at least two caitral libraries are illustrated in Figure 2. 
The area covered by the service- radius, of at least two, and, in seme 
.instances three facilities,* totals' to a significant portion of the 
'.entire COEDD area and tends, to; include the more populous areas of 
the region. Not only do resident^ of these^ overlapping, areas have 
a choice of facilities, but the number of volumes from w^ch-to 
choose is greatly expanded,^ as illustrated in Figure 3, 

Problem Identificati on ^ . - « 

The following list discusses sane of the problems confronting library 
systems within the COEDD Area, as expressed by "the libtary staffs: 

' ' 'J • ^ ■ 

. Inadequate spacg needed to expand services and book Collection, 

Need "-for a separate facility for processing booliS. ■ ' 

. Activities room for children xvhich is, Somewhat isolated -from I 
other functional portions of the library. . ' ^. > . . * 

; Public restrooms needed' in. library, ' 
. . Loimge for personnel. 
l Additional library personnel is needed for reference purpos^l 
; and *inter-libraiy loans,.' • . ^'^ 

. Books need cataloguing. (Staff Shortage)- . 

. Library facility needs' both internal ^d exterior rehabilitallin^ 
/. Borrowers do not return, books and of ten do not-pay fines. 

Most libraries express the need for additional space to support improved 
library facilities^ The solution offered by the local librarians is 
that more funds are needed to adequately serve the library needs of the 
COEDD Area. Miifi.th additional funds, better facilities, services and more 
personnel could certainly be provided. , . * 
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■ AN EVALUATION OF THE COEDD REGION UBRARY SERVICE 

Table 11 is a tabul^^r summary of the^availabilxty of library volumes to 
the public on a county basis. A cursory examination/ shows the COBDD 
Region below ai^ mijiiiiium standard in library volumes available for use 
by the public;, In' the Region only 1.66 library vplumes are available 
per capita. One reason for this low^ figure is, perhaps^ that COEDD 
is primarily an agricultural area and is lagging in many urban services 
including library activities. A detailed examination^f Table 11 sup-** 
ports this assumption. Three volumes/capita is the^^al set by the 
Advisory Committee for Oklahcana, and therefore is used as a basis by ' < 
which to evaluate COEDD library services. Table 11 and Figure 4 reveal 
that only Pawnee County meets or exceeds "die 3 volumes per capita stand- 
ard. Table ll and Figure 5 show the total volumes available to the 
Region is 288,188. If tJie 3 volumes per capita standard is applied to 
the COEDD population of 173,633 persons, then a. total of 520,989 would 
be required. This is 233,171 volumes more than are presently available 
in the Region and represents a » required increase of 45 ^j. The daily 
travels of COEDD citizenry are not constrained by regional boundaries 
and neither are library services, therefore, the estimates?, averages, 
and volumes/capita ratio presented in Table 11 arid Figures 4 and' 5 may, 
in actual practice, be affected by library facilitiesV in 'Communities 
near COEDD boundaries' and would ngt be apparent in the figures given. 



TABLE 11 
COEDD REGION VOLUMES/CAPITA 
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13,228 ^ 


•1.65 


21,885 


•39,68"4 
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.19,482 


1.43 - 


27,830 . 


58,446 


Okfuskee 


10,683 


2.10 


22,466 


32,049 


Pawnee 


11,'338 , ■ 


\ 3.20 


36, '551 


•• 34,014 


Payne 


50,654 ^ 


^1.73 • 


87,760 


151,962 


Pottawatomie 


43,134' 


.98 


42,430- 


129',402 


Seminole 


^5,144 


1.-98 


49,896 


■ 75,4-32 


COEDD 


173,663 


1.66 - 


288,818 


520,989 
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17,799 * 

30,616 
9,583 
. -2,537 

64j202 
"86,972 

25,536 

232,171 



SCURCEf COEDD, Regional Planning Department 



The following section is a county by county examination of the library 
servicj^s available to COEDD Area residents . The data and discussions 
$11 thi's section are based ,oji information delineated- by political bounda- 
• ries which may, in some instances , tend to distort the ttiie- library 
service activities . 1^6pe discussions are based on Tables 10 and „ 11 
and on Figures 1, "2, 3, 4, and 5. The original source of this data is 
a library services survey conducted by the COEDD, Regional -Planning 
Department. 
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■ Hjghes County.' Hughes County has a total population ©£ 13,228 and .a , 
volumes/capita ratio of 1.66. It is rural aji natu^fre with one- third ' 
^ ' 'of its population located in Holdenville and the reminder o£ the popu- . 
lation scattered throughout eight other simller- incorporated areas and . 
unincorporated areas. The county has library services available in 

. . Holdenville ^id Wetumka, xMle parts o£ the county are vdthin tiiQ serv- 
ice radius o£ Weleetica and Wewofe. A significant reach o£ the scut|i- 
em portion o£ the county is outside. of the service radius o£ any COEDD 
library facility. In the more densely populated sections of northern 
'Bighes Cainty, nmy residents live within the service radius of two and' 
in some instances three library facilities', 

■ Lincoln Courity. Iteee libraries serve the 19,482 pitisens of Lincoln 
• County. These tteee facilities, located in the ednnnunities of Clmdler, 
•Stroudi and Prague, contain a total of 27,830 volumes, which prlrides. a 
volumes/capita ratio of 1.43. Tlie ttee© main population centers of the' 
county contain a^^tMrd of the total population. Lincoln County is one 
of the larger counties in the region, it is rural m^rm.tavjb, and has a * 
^widely dispersed population. Some sections of the eastern! half of the - ' 
-county are'-served by ttvo library facilities and sections qt the western 
part of die county are beyond the ^rviee radius of any COEDD ^ea library 
facility. Sections of northern Lincoln County are served by the libraries'^ 
, at Perkins and Gushing, but this service does not show up in the volumes/ 
.capita tatio for the county'. Capital .expenditures by the libraries at . • 
Stroud and Prague have i^ently improved ecunty-mde service. 

QOkfuskee County . A total of 10,683 persons* dwell in Olcfuskee County and 
are served .by nbraries at Okemah,.Boley and Weleetlm. The Volumes/capita 
^ ratio is 2.10, tvith this higher than average figure partially attributable 
'to the county's declining population. Capital e^qpenditures' made recently 
by Weleetka have helped to improve service;- however,^ 9,H^3 additional ; ^ 
volumes are required to bring the volumes/capita ratio up to standard. 
IJarger than usual portion of the county is witto the service radius of 
more than one facility and part of the western ^ge of the cotmty is sprv- • 
iced by "the librajry.at Prague, which is an Lincoln County. „ ^ ' • • 

Pawnee County. A volujjies/capita ratio of 3.2 makes Pawnee County the only 
county in ' the COEDD Region that meets or exceeds the State standard, A ^ 
low population combined with the 4t}i largest, volume inventoty in CO®D, 
located at Cleveland, creates this favorable ratio. Only a small area o^ 
the .county is served by more tlian one facility; however, part of the south- 
ern reaches are served by the library at Yale, "in Payne Coimty. 

'<, ,•» - , ^ 

Payne County. The most populous county of the COEDD Region is Vayne. - Tha 
50,654 citizens of Payne County are served by four public libraries con- 
taining 87,76.0 volumes. However, the larfe population keeps the volumes/ 
' capita ratio dotvn to 1.73. This is not a true representation of the library 
service available to the ^residejits of Payne County, for in Stilltvater, the 
largest city'in the COEDD Area, is the major 'resource library at Oklahoma 
State University: ' Altliough the services of the OSU library are not readily 
available to the general public and are not considered in the figures, the 
services of that facility are available to the many county residents who are 
employed by or' are students at OSU. ' ^ 
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Pottaivatomie J^ounty. A total of 42.430 volumes .are available" to the , 
citizens 0^ Pottawatomie County at a ratio of only , 98 voluni^s/capi$a,. , 
The county an economic -jgrowth center, part of the 'Oklahoma City % 
S.M.S.A., QXi^ %iS^QTiencijig rapid poptilatiOn growth. A small central . 
° . ' section of the ccimty is served by more than one facility and^ a portion 
of the southeast corner is served by the library at Konam. '^SoutheastexTi 
• * portions of the county are beyond the service reach of any COEDD Ji^ea 

facilily* The library at Shawnee has. recently made- ca;pital- e3cpenditures; 
. however, it appears that the mansion of library services may hot be ,^ 
keeping- up with the growth of ' the county^r^^^^^^^^^^ • 

^ ■ Seminole County, Seminole County is served' by libraries in Swingle, 
WewoKa, and. Konawa. ' The .25, 14"4 residents of the county are -provided 
• ^ 1.98 yoluraes/capita with an additional 25V 536. volumes needed to bring' 
the ratio %) to standard. Although the county is rural in nature and 
the population ^videly scattered in county and out of county, libraries . • 
are so positioned as"~to' leave only a smail pc^^^^ of the county resi- ' 
, dents outside of the service radius of a ^Hbr^#f ^||Cility. Recent 
■> capital expenditures by V/ewolca and Seminolivi^^ 

.■\ ice to the county. • > " • -'M-^!?r'-^::- , ^ 

" . , CONCLUSION/ . r,' • ; 

• . Within the GOEDD Region o£ the State o£ Oklahc3ma> the pibpulation and ecg- 
- noiiiic vitality has tended to ivane s^nd surge ^vith changing technological, . . 
climtic, and political conditions • Currently, COEDD is experiencing rapid 
economic and population gro;^h"and urban services, including library serv- 
ices., are tending to lag "behind this growth* SufV'eys conducted by the 
. ^ Regional Plarming Staff of COEDD indicate a total volume inventory that 4s 
below'^standards set l?y th^' Advisory Committee on Public Library Standards* 
Library personnel staffing the* various facilities indicate a lack of space 
, and' a shortage of qualified pers,onnel to, adequately staff the various facili^ 
\txes. 'However> the surveys also indicdtte that some or^the area' facilities . 
^ have made recent capital e3q)enditures to improve the service available to 
■tile residents of COEDD* , ; ^ 

Solutions/to the problem of a shortage of library , services to^^^^t^ COEDD . 
RegiOT seems to lie in the availability of funds , to purchase' ad<Btipnai'. ' 
volumes, to construct new facilities, and to Mre mpre personnel that.^ , 
' ^ properly trained to support the present staffs that serve the^^^G^ 
\ ^ county areal Potential sources of these funds are from the variou? govern- 
mental levels including 'State' and Federal loans and grants. On tide local 
- level, a heightiened citizen , a^varenejss tDf the needs and advantages of good 
library services tail often produce revenue at that level of'govemmeni;* ^ 

■■ .. * . ■ * . 0 ■ *v • ' 

^"^-^ ■ ■ • - • ' - ■ v.; • ■ . ■ ' ■ ■ 
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